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By JOHN KAPLAN 



The silly season apparently is over 
so far fts the critics of the Warren 
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lions of American liberals with a 
feeline, of having been taken. 

Now, Harold Weisberg, the author 



of no less than six books on the 
assassination of John F, Kennedy 
hopes to repeat the triumph of his 
“Whitewash” series with “Frame-Up," 
an investigation into the assassina- 
tion of Martin Luther King and the 
disposition of the accused assassin, 
James Ear! Ray. Mr. Welsberg’s 
theory es that James or . it Rsy was 
merely a decoy, pari: of a conspiracy, 
apparently — while somebody else 
fired the shot that killed Martin 
Luther iiiissg. 

if' Mr. Welsberg had meant to 
prove this, he could have written « 
far shorter book since, boiled down, 
ids evidence on the issue is exiguous 
at bust, 

Mr Welsberg is, however, deter- 
mined to do more than this. He 
wishes t'f document the atriounx of 
l aeon va \ k. n oe, bu rcauc ra ii c b u m h 1 i n g 

*ohn tixipUai tcnciics at Sfc&nforxi 
f..a\v Schoo- find v.i the author ol 
‘'Mai ■tjuapa; The frhzw Prahibitroa." 



i and discrimination* he had to put up 
. " with while he was investigating the 
case- — and the fact that this is not 
the first time he has been picked on. 
For instance, when he mentions The 
Washington Post coverage of the Ray 
case, he adds in a footnote, “I know 
that its book reviewer was ordered 
not to review ‘Whitewash* after he 
had read it and decided on a favors- 
ole review." 

Secondly, he spends considerable 
space denouncing his old and new 
enemies. William Bradford Hide, 
Arthur Kanes, Percy Foreman and a 
host of others are. treated savagely, 
and if there is any issue, no matter 
bow unrelated to his subject, on 
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Finally, since Mr. Wcssberg's erase 
oi / &\v is, to ssv thc’kjsvi .sornewhsf 
shaky (he is ti£scni>&(i elsewhere as 
a chicken farmer) he spends m enor- 
mous amount of time ana effort min- 
undemanding the les#' nr 
i-ti'S t the various court officials £ ^ ■* — 
vosved Ui the Ray seem to be 
attempting to apply. 
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the 



mosv outliMukh attack upon British 
justice — not only fho jodpe. but * he 
barrister? involved in the r-vtnicHtion. 



And, ;nos ! . important, Weisberg seems 
unable to accept fully the fact that 
whether or not Ray fired the fatal 
bullet or merely aciod as a decoy 




Continued from Page 8 
jurisdiction whoever aids and 
abets a crime is as guilty at- if 
1 he performed the crime him- 
self) and would have a dear 
Interest in compromising the 
case out to avoid a possible 
death penalty. 

| A review such as this in 
! which nothing favorable is said 
[ obviously prompts questions as 
j to why one might wish to read 
1 or. for that matter, to devote 
: newspaper-review space to the 
■ book. Aside of course from its 
interest to those in the healing 
, professions, “Frame-Up”, does 
stand as s, warning as to exact- 
ly what c. an be accomplished 
if the sole, limitation on one’s 
reconstruction of an event is 
that no statement of fact be 
flatly refutable. I suppose that 
there is no publicized case in 
recent history where one could 
not find the kind of evidence 
that Mr. Weisberg relies on. 

Newspaper stories describing 
the same person will often dif- 
fer in particulars. A Weisberg 
will usually be able to make a 
case that therefore one of the 

purpose of concealing a point 
which, feccovnes cb&s when on.6 
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Finally, one might ask if • 



“Frame-Up” tells us anything 
significant about the Martin 
Luther King assassination. Re- 
grettably, the answer is no. 
Whether James Earl Ray was 
pressured by others into Ms 
plea of guilty as he and Weis- 
berg contend — or whether he 
simply misestimated the odds 
when he compromised his case- 
out to avoid a death penalty, 
we do not know, in any event, 
his trial would not have been 
the enlightening event that 
many had expected. 

A trial Is a circumscribed 
adversary inquiry into le<tal 
guilt, not an undergraduate pa- 
per where one tells all he has 
learned shout ?i subfftet !n fix 
weeks. In a trial, so far as we 
can tell, neither Ray nor the 
prosecution would have anv in- 

■s-ther pose; He co-conspi 

hoi Know whetae* others not 
yet apprehended had a Anuc 
in the act or the planning of 
the 255,155; nation. There is no 
strongly probative evidence, 
though one may have a sus- 
picion, that they did. And no 
matter what the evidence, no 
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